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A summary report of interviews of 25 August 1964, 4 Sep 1964 and 
15 Sep 1964 


Date : 16 Sep 1964 



1. End Sept 1963 after Subject's arrival by plane ffPm Vienna to 

Moscow she proceeded at once with /her group to ALMA-ATA where she stayed till 

Mid-Nov 1963. Subject was present at the opening ceremony in Alma-Ata and had 

a chance to exchange a few generalities with Madam FUKT3EVA. The latter impressed 

her as a very energetic, rather masculine type of woman. , with determination and brains 

At the opening Subject had also had her first "accident" with Soviet "pinpricks" 

against her. A Soviet female administrator who was supposed to help the American 

group gave Subject a glass of cognac after which she fainted and had to be helped 

by coll agues to her room. Although Subject had before one champagne and one wine 

she thought that there must have been B some thing" in cognac. 

Subject did not remember the administrator 1 s none , she described her as quite 
dark 

attractive^ blonde, aged 35, quite impudent and rytthless* She was one of "helpers" 
attached by Soviet authorities to the American staff* In Subjects opinion they 
ail were probably KGB agents* Altogether about 10 of theajL, the majority pretending 
to be com on laborers, it was obvious , however, even at the first glance that they 
were intelligent educated and trained people and moreover so when they turned out 
to be able to intelligently discuss graphics, painting, and art in general. 

From the very beginning they started to work on American personnel . Thus a man 


called Romeo, Inu, aged 27, Eus.isn , 6*l,vawy hair 
because of which he was better known as n Tarsan n - 



, square face, of athletic built 
tried to get on intimate terms with 


hi ^j>s 
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Subject and $ther girls , and pretended even to Subject to be of Ukrainian origin. 
He had no luck with Subject but was quite successful with a colegue of her - 
Anna - another guide who finally had to be sent back to the States. Anna fell in 


love with Tarsan , wanted to remain with him in the Soviet Union , and began to 
inform him on other girls and boys of American group. 

A" somewhat "different story happened to another coll ague of Subject: 
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Portland l^Q tS^v 

He was approached by a sexy blonde divorcee of Russian nationality and one evening 
vc s caught in "compromising situation” with her in a pari* in Alma-Ata* Brought to j ^ 
militia or RGB office he was first threatened and then proposed to work for So vs* 

He was promised girls, special apartment for himself, money etc* They worked on him | ^ 
tne whole night;£; through and released him only early in the morning* After his • I * 
return BENNET reported all to his chief and was immediately returned via Moscow 
to the States. lie was one of most capable guides - intelligent, sociable, a good 
piano-player, and above all an excellent debator. 


2. Already on the first day ox public Exposition Subject met a few 
also 

Ukrainians. Then he metyfsome who came from other places in Kazakhstan. Her more, sionj 


from what she wap) and was told: 


* 


) 


The Ukrainian element in Alma-Ata and vicinity was numerous and strong. 

Together with Russians they/prevailing over Kazakhs. Among Ukrainians there were 

many from Western Ukraine mostly former deportees. Subject met also many Ukrainian 

students, a ran many of them from Western Ukraine who arrived on VirginLands scheme. 

j 

Relations between Ukrainians and Kazakhs are bad, unfriendly, and tense. According 

h 

to some Ukrainians, Kazakhs Hared Ukrainians even more z nan Russians. One of reasons ax t 
least: the Ukrainian element became the main competitor as frmt-produc er with 

'I 

whom Kazakhs were unable to cope. "Solid Ukrainian hut surrounded by a well kept 
garden" was the main target of Kazakhs’ hate. 


> 


Runsians were more in sight in the city w here they had to do with Educated 


Kazakhs 11 . At least according to 1 V £RN0* kykola most of them (bduc 


a t ad Ka z a khs ) we r e 


quite pro-Soviet as they appreciated "civilization". Consequently, some ukro ini an s 
preferred to use in public Russian in order not to irk "additionally 11 Kazakhs. 

The Ukrainian sentiments are very strong and Subject described the Ukrainian 
element as patriotic. Many were keenly interested in U. ra ini an affairs* goings of 
Ukrainian emigration in the USA, asked for Ukrainian religious and other books. 
Often they complained against being "doubly persecuted^by Russians and Kazakhs. 
Ukrainian students complained that they wore usually hated by their Kazakh 
col agues rnd also had to face obstacles from Uu clans. 


3. Late 1962 or early 1963 there was .a massacre of ^strikers" near Alma-Ata. 
According to two Sources , one of whom is listed in part n IA ;i , about 10*000 
people among them many Ukrainians, died at that tine in mountains near Alms -Ata . 

Out of discontent against the lack of proper facilities, and very bad working 
conditions, mostly newcomers to Kazakhstan ^'idcided to strike and began marching' 
to Alma-Ata. On their way they were intercepted by some troops , forced into a 
valley .and mac hlnegunncd . 

rne same info motion was told iruI'iSiTKCS ( husband and wife, both in US group* tor) 
by their uncle in Alma-Ata who is a party-nember ) • 



A ~ 
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, , 3 i.ru bonirw u, i.dor. 






31 o 3 1 11 . clerk cloud, blue 


■ ily 


cue c^or 


ret her tlil.n frcraigl-u nose (Sea picture )j sneaks very slowly. knows 


beside Ukrainian and Kurwia n, Cseck^ learns Kazakh and S 0 rbirn# Vary ray, has 

co: ■ 

sense ok hunor# be eras to oe industrious, 5k.il! detenuination, elnost ruthless# 

'lEPHO carries some sort of specif/ narty-c artifice te which "everything is open 

to bin and he can wall: around overywi^re in the mountains". Origins It y iron POLTAvuA 

, t h k ':) * O'w-- jPl } 

ine, since two years in Alma At a on a part;/©assignment ? after his arrival to 
Alma-Ata v/as secretary ox Komsomol obkom op Icpsikom, a'G tho ore sett — "professor" 
of Marxism-Lsirlnisa An Alma-Ata Institute, planned to get a transfer back to 


Shortly before Subject left ALua Ata (aid-Nov 1963) TLhlTO was beaten up' 

Jay some people in the countryside near Alma-Ata . One day he came vd.th a bandaged vraund 
on his head and consequently should have a scar on the left aide. He refused to 
jfccolain how it happened and jokingly replied that probably he was beaten up 
because of Subject by his ' "Kazakh rivals' 1 . 

Tl-R R Q- told ^ Subject that he planned to visit the USA in 196/.. or 1965 
provided he won’t be taken into Army for 6 months at that time , on some soecill 
secret pro i ect. 

TEMO'S parents are simple peasants living near P0LTA5A, ulcr SHE. iHs brother 
is a common worker, me ruied, in POLTAVA, too. 

In 1963, a few months prior to Subject's arrival in the Soviet Union , 

TAMO travelled to GSR. He also mentioned visiting some other satellite countries 
bat no i Western ones. 

TKkNO approached Subject at the Exposition and soon they became friends. 

They met quite often, almost every second day. In the beginning they argued much 
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about capital! am versus communism, modern art against socialist realism a so . 

probably 

(N.B. From Subject told C. might be inferred that she we sjpn quite isddbra&s friendly 
terms with Terno. ) Twivo she saw Terno in KO»SCGW after ALma-Ata whereto he 
cone on official business, once to expedite his transfer to the Ukraine and 
second time to participate in some plenum of the CCof CPSU. 

Subject described TERNO as a com: unist idealist with strong Ukrainian 
feelings* She c allied him. a patriotic Ukrainian and particularly stressed his 
anti-Russian sentiments* One day he told Subject that he was fed up with Soviet 
system, complained about Russian oppression of Ukrainians, lack of freedom etc* 

On the other hand he was also very critical of capitalism* Ha also warned Subject 
to be careful- in her expressions when meeting ”all kind of people” • 

Kj.s final goal - as he told Subject - is to achieve as high a position in the 
party as only possible in order to be able to better serve his own people in the 
future. When Subject asked him itas whether ,for example, he would denounce her 
on some illegal business if this would help him in his career, his answer was - 
”0f course, I would do it, moreover that nothing serious would happen to you, 
you would be only expelled but I would considerably promote my cause”. 

He said it half- jokingly but Subject had no doubt that he really would do si* 

Also on other occasions he made it quite clear that in striving to his goal 

”he was calm but determined nad ruthless”. His party ca/rear he justified 
morally as a means to help his nation in the future. In his view only communism 
has afuture, no matter whether it 1 s good or bad. from one or the other point of 
view and whatever its distortions at the present. Therefore people like him have 
to be in if they want to achieve something , both - personally and in serving their 
compatriots. ” We • should not leave everything for Russians” was his conclusion. 

TERNO contributes to local and national papers but not much. He promised to 
write down his critique of emigration for Subject but then. changed Ids mind. 

In his view, emigration was no good because it left the homeland. They should have 
stayed at home and try to improve matters together with the entire nation. 
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0 n -T^any occasions he called emigrants servants of Germans, fashists, traitors; 
on other occasions lie was more sympathetic toward emigration and even appreciated 
its actions, in general* 

Subject talked with TERNO also about young Ukrainian poets and writers 
and he usually praised them* Ho did not know -.;hem personally but was familiar 
with their writings# Subject mentioned to him that she would like to meet some 
of them and for example named DRACH and KOSTENKO , and TERNO thought this was 
a good idea. 

(N#B# In Moscow DRACH, Ivan told Subject that the KGB told him prior to her 
arrival in Moscow that they knew from a young man ALMA ATA that Subject 
wanted to see him * She thought it was TBHNO who informed about it the KGB 
directly or indirectly*) 

TERNO was given by Subject “Pravda Kobzaria" by Barka, "Kreidiane kolo !t and 
“Suchasnist“. Ho also used to read a lot f:. om “Ukrainian Encyclopedia 11 exhibited at 
the Exposition* His opinion about Barka 1 s book was negative -* “too much mysticism 11 - 
but he asked ±&p more of “Sue ha snist“# Reading one article on some Soviet problem 
in “3uchasnist“ ho commented with approval: “ I wonder how the hell you get all 
these facts about us“* From “Kreidiane K 0 lo“ hep read one or two verses and 

it 

said that he did not like /la t all. . Referring to Barka' s book SicspsEtec TERNO 
asked Subject if she could tell him something more about "Prolog". When added 
that he laiew about "this organisation that publishes books like that one". 

Subject replied that she lenevr only thaf'Prolog" was publishing books in Ukrainian 
and English* 

TKiiHQ \ms introduced by Subject also to HUNEUKOS and they spent some time 
together, too. In Kunonkos' opinion TERNO is a Ukrainian and a coxa unist and 
it is difficult to say "whether more communist* or more Ukrainian". 

Subject wrote to TERNO from Europe and from here but so far had no letter 
from him. 


2 /lfAPPIJ (HAPIY) Yaroslav Stapanovich of, 

A Dzezkazhan - 1 , 

ul. Bulvar Kpsma ,40111 2 ? ) ,..}g-rartira 
Karhandinskaya obi, 

Kazakhskaya SSR 




aged 40-45, but looked like 55-60, Ukrainian from Western Ukraine, former prisoner 

of German and Soviet concentration camps, both times for "Underground/ literature", has 

2 or 3 children, peasant; asked Subject to convey his greetings and address to his 

V\q;s brother in Boston, Mass; to HAPIJ Yuri Kykolaevioh - 

— ' Greanley place, 

Jamaica Plain 30. Hass. 

HAPFIJ approached first HUHMKOS. He told Subject about the massacre near Alma-Ata, in 
1963. 


3. Bohdan, lnji ( Subject forgot his name) and his Russian friend. 

Bohdan was the first one who approached Subject at the Exposition. lie spoke 
Ukrainian and invited Subject and her friends (liUHEHKOS) to his room in the hotel. 

He ves a geologist, Ukrainian from Western Ukraine, single, aged 30, son of a Ukrainian 
catholic priest who died , his mother lived in Lviv. 5*5 , slim, dark broun hair 
combed on side, oval face , grey-brown eyes, straight nose. Intelligent, with 
"deep philosophical approach to everything" end some inclination to dramatization. 

At that time he stayed in ALMA ATA together with a geological research group. 

Subject knew him for about 4 or 5 days. He came %ery day to the Exposition and was 
very much interested in Ukrainian affairs, asked many questions about activities of Ukraj 


nian emigration, complained against Russification anc/die 


situation in the Ukraine 


in general. 

0 n a evening (the last one on which she saw him for the last time) Subject 


went with HU1IEUK0S to his room, Bohdan and his friend were giving 


small party with 


a few drinks and zakuskas. 


in strong terms against Ru 

His Russian friend tried to 
in 


cay 


gain hi 


Bohdan/ became very sentimental and began to complain 
wsian oppression, lack of freedom, his own life etc. 
calm him down but in vain. Subject was to meet hi_rn next 


room 




When she came next evening she was told by dezhurna that "both citizens" were no 
longer at the hotel and where they left no one knew* 

Subject thought that Bohdan and his friend went into trouble because of his 
night 

expressions last inffix and w r as probably arrested by the KGB. They probably had 
listening devices in the hotel. 

At one of first meetings with Bohdan Bub j ect gave him "Panorama" by 
Kosholivets and he was delighted with the book. 

Bohdan 1 s Russian friend, was also a geologist, former inmate (for 15 
years) of Soviet concentration camps released after Stalin’s death, aged 55 
but looked like 45> very much like Dick T^acy, well dressed in somewhat American 
fasion, very, tactful, croocut, grey hairs, had a beatMM strong tenor and played 
guitar* used to have a drink before singing and playing. To Bohdan he was more 
like an elder brother or. fat her. He seemed to be very much concerned about him. 
At one time he was living in the Ukraine and had a - strong fondness for everything 
Ukrainian* Particularly he liked Ukrainian music and songs. His manners were like 
those of an aristocrat. 

He knew a great many songs from concentration camps * many of his own make, and 
he promised to write them down for Subject. He wanted that those songs will be 
brought by Subject abroad. 


4* Bohdan, Inu, student of tied! cal Alma Ata Institute, Ukrainian, aged 28, 

blond, strongly built, looked like a boxer, son of an orthodox priest from Central 

Ukraine. Complained that Russians were oppressing Ukrainians and other non- 

Russians, that they were using Kazakhs against Ukrainians, and that Ukrainian 

students had many obstacles at the University fPom both Russians and Kazakhs* 

Ho also complained about bad living conditions of students in general. 

• B 0 hdan had a Russian friend - Ivan - who invited Bub j ect and i^nenkos to 

his house • Ivan’s mother was a professor at thdLma Ata Ueclical institute, Rus Ian, 
"cultured I 

an old intelligent^lady. They talked about life in the States and in the Soviet 


Union. Ivan went once in recent years to England and seemed to De quice impres 


jsseci 


by life in the West 
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5. A young Russian, aged 19 » asked for Missal/ He told Subject that 
he wanted to study theology but "they 11 did not let him do so. He complained that 
"agentura" tries to prevent young people to go to dure h, and uses their own people 
for priests. "They" don't mind however old people attend church. 

Also some other Ukrainians and Russians asked for Missals prayerbooks and crosses. 

6. KOTOTEHKO, fnu of 

Semipalatinsk 9, 

Dom Ktiltury 

Ukrainian, aged 29, blue eyes, long nose, oval face, srongly built, regissehr and 
actor, working now on organisation of Ukrainian theatre in Alma Ata. He/ came with 
a group of actors and read for quite a time f roiiv U. rainian Encyclopedia" at 
the Exposition. Some pages they read with approval, some with critique, and some 
with artificial indignation. 

KOTOVSMO told Subject that he lived in Alma-Ata but often went to kaka-fc-y-tr Semipelatihs 
’/hero he also had his "place to live". From fedacteicroc Semipalatinsk he wrote a 
short letter with greetings to Subject in Alma Ata. 


0 






/ . 
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7 .i^TKACHEHK0,Volodymyr of A 


5X~ 

2S-5^ Uf 


Alma-Ata 
Auezova 138, lev. 5 

U‘ 


C-j—r-t ^UTg- -^f* /(. V ^C>cv g^ &- '5 t. pvt.-x^ t 4 ,J J C Z I 

/^-!T>Vgyt 4^.- ■- ' ' 


sinter, Ukrainian, aged 45, 5(9^ People's Artist $ Orclen ox Leni^, spoke Rus inn. 


married. Listened to Subject in the Shevchenko Museum in Alms. Ata when she 


discussed with others anti-religious. propaganda she noticed at the museum. 

Then approached her, asked about Ukrainian art abroad, invited to his house. 

His wife is Russian, painter. TKACHENKO seemed to be a nice honest man, in^teiasted 

one 

primarily in art. Both - very hospitable and friendly. Gave Subject se rf a g e of his 
paintings and asked to send s±e±hehk him at least copies of some paintings from 
abroad . Subject introduced him to Hunenkos ,too. 


<v 



MOSCOW 


A K - 4 J- M / 
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1. Mid-Nov 1963. from Alma At a Subject went by 
till mid-Jan 1964* After her a ••'•rival in Moscow she 


plane to Moscow and stayed there 
went to hotel "Ukraina” and 


was accommodated on 18th floor* She was alone in her room* A s soon as she 
unpacked there was a male telephone call: “Is this Gospozha S.***?“ 

-“Who is talking?” 


,, It , s not important, no need for you to 
know 11 , 


ouch calls were repeated same day again. On following days they became even more 
frequent and mire “enriched” in contents: ” Are you still here?/2" 


” Why don r t you finally go home, why don f t yo 
take the next . lane and go to hell where you 
belong 1^”. 

At night someone knocked at her door and walls. Finally on instruction of American Di— 
rector Subject ^to move to another room where she joined two of her col .-..agues* 

Afterwards the calls and knocks stopped. 

During a "hot debate 11 at the Exposition deli bererfl sly provoked by some young 
agitators Subject was called "nationalist", "fij^asbist, "banderovka 11 aso. Why didn’t 
she live in the Ukraine when she cared so much for Ukrainian people, why did she come to 
i:°scow asf. 


At the GUM in M 0 scow Subject had one day another incident - one of three men 
who followed her in a car to the GUM went with her inside and tried to snatch her 
handbag. He failed. 

H e r bags and those of her colleges *rere‘‘-i egularly ’’checked by some people. 
One. day they almost caught redhandedly d&zhur na "inspecting" their valises. 


2. I n Dec 1963 ,abo .t 
she was given "something" wi 
Dizhurna called at once ambul 


two weeks after Subject was introduced to DRAGH, Ivan 

4 , • •• 

th nie food at the hotel and became very ill at night, 
nnce and Subject was d- live red to a hospital (for fo- 


1,1 in Moscow. 


utiere unconscious 




She was proposed to undergo an operation of liver but refused Subject was even 

airraid to take medicine. On second day came her Director and wanted to take her to 

American Doctor £qseh at the US Embassy. Soviet. Doctor refused to release Subject • 

under the pretext that tills might have serious consequences for her health. 

c. > T : u s s R _ 

Finaliy after 4 days she was released from Soviet hospital, pec- ^W^qcum 

In the hospital Subject was treated by ^^dfO^SOM Ai v^andr Savalovi c h j ^k^gav e 

Subject IxLs address as : Moscow, ul./\ Sadovo-Kudrinskaya doftl M 19, kw«27. 

approx. ' ' • 

He was^70 years old, of • aristocratic family, when talking about life in the West 

tried to convince subject that com: .uni sm was better tlian capitalism. Subject met 

there also two or three srsfeazg nurses who were quite interested in Western way of 

life, fashions, a so. 

Subject stayed alone in her room with empty 8 beds while siis saw oOiiiG os uienos 

^ . O r-e-sAou S pare 


accomodated in the corridor# 




L... 


n n 


\*\ 




IaJ ^4. v't 




3. While in Moscow Subject received one day from SAIIBOR, Western Ukraine 
a telegram about the death of her grandfather, a catholic priest who after his 
return from Siberia where he spent 10 years, had lived with his relrtived in 
Sambo r. ( Subject has there her uncle and some other relatives.) 

She went to the Vice-Director of the group who, however, was afaraid that this 
might be just a trap set up for Subject. Finally, he agreed to let her go to 
SAIIBOR provided she will be accompanied by some other guide. EUJKJ2JK0S were willing 
to go with Subject but it turned out to be quite expensive for 3 persons. On the other 
hand, Alexandr II. was against letting las wife liaria to go alone with Subject. 
i n ti.>e end another male colleggue of Subject volunteered to a c company her. They 
bought tickets and had everything ready, except for final permission from OVIR. 

At 17.00 hre same day when they planned to leave for Saabor subject went to GVIR 


being sura that she will face no new obstacles. She was wrong, however. 


A major 


aged ' fipprox. 50, Russian, told her that she was denied the perm avion because 
Sambor was closed to foreigners. Subject protested in very strong words, called him 
worse than Hitler, attacked the ’whole Soviet system, told the major that they 


■were 



S~X '■ L t 
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.inhuman, had no conscience a so. Finally she threatened to toll all people 

at the Exposition how she W& treated by soviet authorities. Subject Wished 1 * 

also the major that the same [reopened to the major if he should ever come to the Stats 

The major seemed to control iiimself quite well but did not try to calm her down. 

After 10 to 15 minutes altogether, Subject -banged the door with fury and went 
to send a telegram to her parents in the States informing them that she was 
prevented from going to t toccStfcates SAIIBOR. 

Later on, when in the States, Subject learned from the letter from 
Sambor, that her relatives tried to reach her in Moscow by telephone but were told 
that Subject was no longer at the hotel. 


4# Prior to the incident with Sambor, Subject tried to get ^ permission 
to go to Lviv. She was refused to, without any explanation ♦ 

5. At the Exposition in Moscow at one time a young man threw some sketches 
in one of the halls. The American guide threw it back • It was an obvious provocation. 
This was not, however, in Subjects depa: tment. 


6. While in Moscow Subject was approached at the Exposition by many Ukrainian 
artists an4 students. Some of them came just for that purpose from Kiev and Lviv - 
to sea and talk to dubje.t. They all asked questions about Ukrainian emigration 
and told her bits of information about the Ukraine, but only in general terms. 

Host of students stressed Rus ...1 f ira /t i o n , influx of Russian element into Ukraine, 


irate 

obstacles 

to develo; 

a>ubj 

ect thought 

Lviv and 

liras 

in. Lviv at 

one time 

Ing i 

n Rue ian. A 

Iso in Lv: 


P.T.U? :0" 


..Utj Ij-t-.U. — 1 L. — X v. 


(krushky) in which they read ^zakhalavmh 1 poems and other literature a nd 11 exchanged 
views 11 # These groups had , how ever, nothing in con on with any sort of 

armed underground as it existed in 1940* s and 1950 ! . 



• p o oa rs o p o a u t i cl 

ssfocq tiaTaTo.i^h j.o ; x aoGLqnp psqse a tap uigxj squonucp ueutrsa^r. gttocj 

•cpuujcdoad uPOTjsi:j\f*-*Tq.uu paqnorpTJ puo upotjgiw iqp «io.t gpgupuoj ac*a x.-j 
e pea ssxn TqaroTqeu T'[? to sqdood 3 uitoa xzpz qjcqq. pqoq. ostu 9 qooLario 
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before her arrival to Moscow he was told by "fliad'ky" iron the KGB that Subject 
will try to moot him in Moscow* ihey told him they knew it from a young nan in 

^V\c.cAa. TtROOC 

ALna-Atap. ihirthermore, they instructed Drach to meet Subject and report on everything 
she will talk about with him. Ke should also take all books and other materials she 
mil give him and then hand then over to the KGB* 

BRACK told Subject that in the# beginning he did not trust her because he 
was not sure as to whether the whole set up incl. Subject herself, was not just 
a trap of the KGB* 

swards, Subject and BRACK met almost every day* BRACK told her to give 


him the books and usually he took two at one time. He explained that lie could manage 
to keep the most impo ■ tant j f or himself and Iris coll agues, particularly for DZIUBA, 
and only some of than he will hand over to the KGB. Ke stressed, for instance, that 
he would never give the KGB n Ukrainian Encyclopedia 11 ofL "Panorama • . ♦ " by Koshelivets. 
Most of the books he was going to bring to Lviv , to DZIUBA. 

when Subject pointed out that the KGB might find it out, DRACH replied 
that "they 11 were not as smart and powerful as they seemed to be and "could be 
handled, too 11 • Anyway, hi s first meetings with subject were OK from their Point 
of view and "washed him in their eyes". 

DRACH warned Subject that nevertheless she should be more careful with the 
people she was meeting. When she asked about ROMAHETS 1 , his reply was: "He is a 

good boy but one should not trust him fully". DRACH didn ! t want to elaborate on that 
but kept repeating: "one lias to be always careful, don*t forget it". 

Ke also told Subject that they always should meet "in open" and not to try to conceal 
their rendezvous. His explanation: they $CGB) will otherwise only increase their 
surveillance "and it will be worse for us" . He was however quite skilful in taking 
books from Subject without being noticed . 

DRACH had very little nancy end Subject paid nil expenses in restaurants. 

He refused. , however, to accent any money from her. Next time Subject promised to bring 
him from the States gla s se s-f rames , he did not mind, from what she noticed, BRACK 
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At the time’ of attacks against him and. his colleagues , he usually works on translations 
( he gave one op two qi his translations to Subject). As he knows no Western langua- 
ges he has to do his translations from the rough ones made by someone else. 


Physical description of Drach : Aw »arent age 33-35* 5*6, dark blond, loving- 
cup-ears, round face, wears glasses ( See picture). Quits' shabby clotty, seems not to 
care about them. At first g^Jnce- looks just like any other average human being. 

As soon however as he opens tils mouth strikes with his intelligence, wit, and strong 
dynamic personality. When talking becomes excited and emotional. Then he can 
ban** his fists, gesticulate, and does not see nor care what’s going on around 
him. He likes to talk and to be listened to, and not vice versa. 

Gharacteristsic . Of high intelligence, alert, emotions!, friendly, 
determined. Well read in world literature and cinematography but in other fields 
of art, for instance, in painting and graphJ.cs lacks often even basic contemporary 
knowledge. 

Being generally regarded as !, the leader of present generation 11 by young 
If rninian intelligentsia he takes this position for granted and even demands to 
be acknowledged and respected as such. He lias some very strong sense of messianic 
mission for his people. Here are some of his thought as expressed to Subject: 

He cannot sleep at night because he has to solve many problems • Ha and his 
tm&timf&BBB. colleagues have to push forward Ukrainian nation and culture many yaers 
and decades ahead to make it equal with other modern nations of the world. 

He has to write dramas, scripts, poems, make translations, debate, correspond with 
his colleagues, keep them together aso asf - because he is the one who feels the 
duty not to rest for a while in their efforts to promote the cause of their nation. 
l n this respect he wants to follow Ivan F^anko , to be one of his "lainaniari" . 

Ivan F^anko is for him everything, an ideal to be followed in all aspects. 

He likes Franko 1 s sophistication, depth of thought, courage, and devotion. 

BRACK often uses expressions like n frankivskyi approach 51 , "frankivskyi style" aso. 
Shevchenko is not his favored; on the contrary: too sentimental, too peaspnt-lilce. 
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too melodrama tic, too little sophisticated. 

BRACK id devoted, to his nation. He loves it so much that more than often he also 

has to hate and curse his compatriots because he cannot stand their backwardness, 

lack of/1 national articulation, and passivism. H© hates "khakhlatstvo" and cannot 

sleep because of it. He hates "those peasant-types without culture, sophistication, 

and courage 11 ; ha hates them "for their bottle and ^icspriahayte khloptsi konjt 1 , those 
two 

/V^y^bols of T khakhly" beyond which they never strive to get". 

He finally hates "those in Moscow and Kiev who don T t even move their finger in defence 
of their nation" * He was particularly bitter about then "bv. -cause if they were 
different they could help their younger collogues and could do much for their own 
people". But agin, these were just "khakhly". 

But when he hates them all it is only because he loves them too much* He wants to give 
then culture, sense of life, courage; he vnats to make modern people out of khakhly. 

And only by putting Ukrainian nation on a higher level of culture, by creation of new 
cultural j neicafeg y values, Ukrainian people will emancipate also politically. 

His motto: through culture, art ,and modernism to political emancipation. This is 
the main goal of his life. 


Ukrainian cinema is dead , therefore he has to 


rit€ 


scripts and seem new 


ways of expression. Ukrainian poetry is dead too - hence a new poetry is to be 


created, a so asf. 

He and his colieggues are not many, he would like to see them many more, and he would 


like to see more support from his people. B u t he is not discouraged. On the contrary, 
this only compels him and his col: egues to work harder and harder, to strain themselves 
to the utmost in order to live the strongest mark possible on the future. 

Emigration is not important for trim. Later^hc somewhat changed tils negative 
vi ew j after several discussions with Subject. But nevertheless, only the kh^oix people 
in their native land are capable to do something really substantial and only they 
count. Sooner or later , emigration will be assimilated, allianated , and disappeared. 
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In his view ,the emigration overestimates its role, doears not ■ ealize that they left 
their homeland and fled when they were most needed at home. With sarcasm he 
mentioned petty squabbles abroad, and. comp^ined - without mentioning any names p 
about those who by inciting useless commentaries to "our poems" put them only in 
trouble. A s ked on this particular topic, he stressed that he and his colleggues 
did not mind their works being printed abroad but without commentaries harmful to 
them. 

His main interest in emigration is in young people , how they have 
solved their problems inside a foreign onviroment, what are they nationally, 
culturally, professionally. Particularly, what is their contribution to the 
cultural' development of their countries, and what could they do for Ukrainian 
people. Mo wanted to know if and how many young Ukrainians have prominent 
positions in American artistic, professional, and diplomatic world, what they thinfe 
and what they feel. 

Subject mentioned to him sveral names, incl. her colleagues like BACKYNSKYI, TSRSHA^ 
KUVETS and others but she did not think he memorised them. 

He talked appreciatively about "Ukrainian Encyclopedia", ha liked poems by 
Emma ANDIYE 1 / SKA. Some of other poems ( Subject did not remember what exactly) he 
described as trash and particularly complained about bad Ukrainian language ("kostrubata 
ukra inska mova " ) . 

He likes modern literature and cinematography. Wanted to read "Lolita". 
While in Italy in 1962 he sa w "La Dolce Vita". He liked it, he likes Fellini. 

In Italy he was in Rome and in some other cities with a group of film producers. 

He was delighted with Italy. Found many common features in both , Ukrainian and 


Italian mentality. Mentioned tint in the begin ing "they" 


or: 


a ties) , 
dia. not 


want let him go abroad but a lady from cinematographic world had helped. 

DRACII was of a very positive opinion about Ukrainian youth canter in 
: "they think, work, and actW. 


Lviv 




His innermost circle he described as consisting of 7-8 people like DZIUBA, 
SWlTLYCHlfZI,and others. He never mentioned KOROTYCH. 

His parents were illiterate peasants , iris mother knew many songs and 
proverbs. She could also compose some songs of her own. He thinks he got his 


its from her. 


After Subject made friends with DRACH he behaved "mo x'G like a bachelor than a j l 
married man". Only shortly before her departure he told her that he was married. 

-She "reproached" him for behaving otherwise but he seemed 11 to be used to t.he 
reputation of a Don Juan". 
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DRACH promised to give Subject some of his poems and translations either 
in Moscow after- her returft from Kiev, 05. in Kiev whore he planned eventually 
to come at that time. In case he would not come to Kiev , Subj ect was to get 
"zaichalavna liters tura" from S7ITLYCHHYI in Kiev. The/atter - according to 
Drach - kept ready not only iris own works but also those of his colleagues. 

I n Kiev Subject failed , however, to contact SVTTLYCHNYI and after her return 
to Moscow she was airraid to send telegram to DRACH as she felt to be under 
strong ( at least 3 men) surveilence . She also noted the number of the car that 
foll owed her one day : 72-84-61. (At that time she stayed in Moscow only for 
one day or so and simply had no time to otherwise arrange the meeting with 
DRACH. ) 

While in Kiev Subject cane across MARCHENKO, Glexij (See report on PYILAR 

Opens of 26 Aug 1964). In addition to the report on FYTLAR Subject wMaft 

remembered that one day in her hotel in Kiev she noticed MARCHENKO talk 
in the hall 

/to a young man, approx. 30 years old, slim. When she asked MARCHENKO afterwards 
who he was talking to, iris reply v s that this was K0R0TYCH. 

Shown the pictuee of KOROTICH by C. , Subject said that the man she saw with 
MARCHENKO looked differently. Also that MARCHtKKO showed no interest in 
introducing her to KOROTICH. 

DRACH gave Subject a list of people she thould contact in Kfefev KIEV 
as he thought they were worthwhile to talk to. To two of them : 

H0RSKA,Alla and SVITLYCHNYI,Ivan he gave also letters of 

introduction! 


On the list which was given to Subject bv Drach "under the spur of the 
moment "Jais friends in K x ev are enumerated in following order : 

s \-& c 

. ' -g/ iRORSKA, Alla ( she is on the picture with DRACH) of 

La . \tiJxsL CtRftCH S255 -1 to- ur~-^ 

~~ ^Lev 4 , vml. Repina 25, b.j.6, TEl. B ( Uk rainian j> ) 5-80-39. 

T Ukrainian, female, sculptor and painter,, in Drach 1 s opinion one of the best, 


married, he r husband should be a rather "nasty Lype" unwilling to work 


v. 
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Alla is a very good friend of Drach. Subject telephoned her in Kiev , a ns nly 
voice answered but refused to talk. Subject did not go to- her address as she 
was under surveillance and was afraid to visit anyone at his home. 

b/ KOTSIUBYNSKA, Ifykhailyna - Ukrainian, female, artist, 
no address, just telephone: B - 5-45-47* Subject phoned her but there was no 

answer. 

c/ KOSTENKO, Lina of 

Kiev 42, Bulvar Chkalova 8b, la-; . 20 (No telephone), Ukrainian, female. 
Subject did not try to contact Kostenko. According to Drach , Kostenko is 
one of strongest poets. She lives rather isolated after ’’recent 11 separation 


from her husband. 


A a ■ 


\ d/^SVilljICI-kl^l lvan Ox, to b e contacted through 

V V'-a. -A oT it Qtl.c.A VU-V.'-ti Mp\ i: A 


Qj$r VJ V' 

" SvERSTIUK,Yevhen ( see \c l ) . Drach Was $ill. of praise fo» 

.■*.> Uk ^ -i L^. £ s? i — in — Vx a ^ VT~ . 


V ~ W ■- S 
u*«ar W 






SVITLYCHNYI who should be very impressive, serious manj a ladies man, ha^ a deep 
philosophical approach to everything. "A great man and a wonderful friend” - as 
D r ach put it. He rjlinended very warmly to meet SVI'ILYCHNYI . Moreover, 

S I1LYCHNYI was the one from whom Subject was supposed to get "zakhalavna " 
literature to be smuggled, out abroad. 

Subject phoned SwMRSTiUK at 'nis office but was told that he was not there. 
Subject could not figure out whether he wa s not employed there or just was out 
that day." 


e/^SfjERSTIUK,Yevhen of 

mu 

J 


fM-ev, "wul.A Lenina . mstytut Psvkholohivi. near Univermag. 
Tel. B 4 - 80-37 


private addres s; Kiev, STAIONA VODH YTS 1 K A No 25. 


A) c. - 


Subject did not remember what Drach told 


’A- a ^c-;.c./V ic" , V j- \ o a ^ 

her abouC^SWEiiSTIUK except for giving ^ 


him as a contact to okITLYCHNYl. 

f/ ilAv RILE 1 K 0 , Hry sha (Hryhoriy) of 


A 

r 
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Kiev, wul. Chkalova 24, kw.95 
- Ukrainian, Hale, graphic 

g/ KiiYi'IICH, fnu - Ukrainian young artist, in Kiev 

h/ TANIuK,Les’ - young rsgisseur, Ukrainian, rials, very talented, 


highly praised by Drach. 

Eventually 3 Iso: i/ DONGHES'KO, Lasia 


, Ukrainian, female, employes of 


the Museum of Ukrainian Art in Kiev. 


Mostly praised by Drach was , however, DZIUBA, Ivan of Lviv, 
j/ DZIUBA - in Drach* s opinion the best critic Ukrainians have 
nowadays, his "dear friend and very courageous "> TBC-ill, spent .some time in 
TB Sanatorium. Lives with his wife in Lviv, wa s supposed to come to Kiev in connect: 
with preparations for ohevchenko-e elebra tions. Drach recommended him highly to be 
talked to. 

From purely professional, artis'oic point of interest D r a c h recommended 
to meet in Lviv, West Ukraine: 

aa/ LRYT, Teodosiya, Ukrainian, female, a. very good sculptor (all the 
others in Lviv Drach described as 'weak*). 

bb/ YAifuTOVYCH, fnu Ukrainian graphic, fcwtde many illustrations, among 
them, also for "Fata Morgana" by Kot siubynskyi and for "Zernla" by Kobylanska. 


aaa/ DRACH told Subject that he was maintaining contact with 


V... Ik ly > C4. V 


iiPu iWO H U ii ^ 1 1 G t ro O v (Q * ) Ik R V- y y f\ j 0\ <■' 

1164 Dundas Ave, Toron to 3, Ont., Canada, 

W l H?; Vou K! <■ >-» 


t T l fi-C’ ii? , 


Ukrainian communist vhon he described M a servile be 
a strong influnce in iloscow and Kiev and is trusted 
he is nevertheless quite useful for DRACII because ttoj 
ret any literary W 0 stern work he asks for* 


U \ A kuN, cu t llL- X ~t> Utv, 

1 H ‘ii i ? TiTf* 1 TX( hoc 


nciit H * KKAIfCRUK has 
by £fcn regime-people 
ough him D^ach can 
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According to Drach, KRAWCZuK is "Marko Terlyt si a " who wrote "-Scorpions 1 * a 


pamphlet against Ukrainian emigration* 

< ■ \? . o c '- ' > \ v\ c u <^ \ u- SH- t V <f ^ 

t> s < • * ~ J 

1 "1 -T e«*’-. ■; -sH fnvi c-\ 


2 * 1 ,, Volodymyr ^>^^raitean ,male, lived in students 

dormitory in Ho scow, C e ntr, Petrov eric he sky# Perenlok 6/8, Room # 395 , 

Tel# K 4-75-62, , — ~ “ 

ills address in Kiev: Kiev 74» 

ul# Bolshaya Hostitskaya (Velyka Mostytska) No 28. 

Student of engineering/ ?/, aged 26-30, 6 1 1 , blu e eyes , dark blond, long pointed chii 

somewhat hasty, and dreamy, -is parents and sistetf live in Kiev. 

He approached first HbT®X0, Maria at the Exposition in l v Io scow. hUHHHKQ introduced 

hira to Subject. He seemed to be keenly inte?-estej| in Ukrainian books, 

and Ukrainian affairs in general. He wanted to talk as often as possible troth 

Subject and pretty soon began to speak in vague terms about his coll egues - 

molodtsi - who "act and work". He wanted also to see the books printed abroad 

and Subject showed him some at the iletro stations. 

Subject did not trust him , hovarer, jaddpoc^ particularly after D r ach 

characterised, iiin as " a good boy but one should not trust him fully". 

lO’jUfETo promised to introduce Subject in Kiev to some "molodtsi" - 

his friends and acquaintances - young poets and writers who have "sakhalavna" 

literature and want it get abroad. ii a also' mentioned that he had some 

elderly friends who returned from Siberia and who also want their works, to be 

smuggled out abroad. H 0 wer, when Subject met him in Kiev in Ivan HONCHAFJS 

office he showed no interest in fulfilling his promised but rather tried to 

J bscape"her. On the whole he behaved much more reserved and dif.. ercntly than 

in k 0 scow. Second time in ”iev sh(J bumped upon him at Shavchenl:o>(s museum but 

he was again "different". 

While In mo scow iO-iAHETS promised Jub j ect to give, a Iist; oi people 
abroad -vino arc to be watched snd eschewed". 



SX 
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He did not keep this 'proraise , either* d v) <^ c, » 


vT. cl d^i - 

W>^ V<^£lw w:-- 




.^HONGKARy Ivan Ifckarovych of Kiev, Ukrainian sculp to i 


cal led ROw AD.GT3 


hie friend* 1 .an subject was at none ha r 1 s of:., ice ROHAxIETS brought him just 
a ;l shupan” from 1-oscow* ikrora what she heard iron Honchar she figured out that 
ROlhiNETS was doing a lot of travelling between no scow and Kiev and had probably 
also something to do with "some commercial dealings 11 as well* 

ROi-ilulETS told Subject the following: 

a/ During celebrations of Lasio liurainir anniversary in Lviv ( dub :j act 
was not sure whether Lviv or Kiev but was more inclined to assume that this was 
Lviv) in 19o3 students w r e:. o forbidden to use a hall and in protest against 
authorities marched to the park with torches* there t! ey started an anti-Russian 
demonstration* militia tried to disperse them, sons were ai : so ted , one of 
organia/ers was sent to a mental asylum , and one was sent somewhere else 
and all traces of him lost* 

b/ At one evening of young poets and actors in Kiev in 1903 one of 
young poets unexpectedly changed completely his program and had to be brought 
down by ofiicial orderlies* for his anti-lai. ia.n corores. ions he was arrested 
and; sent to a place where:!-. on he returned a completely changed man. 11 f hay broke 
him completely and he became a difierent man 1 '* 

c/ On new devoid pn&nts in J : wish-Ukrainian relations: more and more 


.. V__ O , ' 1 U i... . 


■jworovc 




wia uwo groves 


?;p : j _ n; . • r s s ■ ;o ‘ 1*. •. evo n an v e so ip eel 




sac n osscr. 


. u into "good 


1 nS a If 


ke told her ‘it was needed i or Lviv w T f/e ho will nut ii 

i 

If oub.iact cruraot cot :.t .its i-oscow Lio uaa ready to coraa personally or to solid coixoor 

uO ^ UO C-- -L O CIO* 


-L-f'} oUOj 
O 

% 

excited 

nolodts: 


0 ct ! s opinion he night 
ub.jeci gave his: no coo 
oil such occasions# 
i, u \r o vrork together" 


have van tod 
l.;s and only s 
lie mentioned 
? but did not 


the book also for "speculation 1 
hoved cone# Ko ssened to ba voi 
also several tines that he ns* 
sp ec i f y a ny t hing • 
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At* 


3 > ^0ITdEKHOT3ig^[y Bo hdan P* - of Lviv, he gave Subject only M Glavpochtamt 

/ftay / ■* /u ^ if rJjAi ;:..,.',^/,r 


dp wostrebovaniya" in Lviv for the case she would want to contact him while 
the USSR * He promised to send his letters to Subject through aj^lavko, Inu, 
a colleague of his living in il 0 scow, 

VOITSEKLOV LKYI - Ukrainian, student of art in Lviv, aged 27, dark blond falling 


on the side hair, square face, aprox. 
oriest ♦ 


5 ! o: son of a Ukrainian catholic 


VOI. approached Subject .at the Exposition in Moscow. He heard about her from liis 
friend Slavko of Moscow* H e simply wanted to talk to her as to a Ukrainian 
American, and came for that purpose to Moscow* After their first meeting 
VOI* told Subject that there will come many other students from Lviv to 
see her * H A11 students in Lviv know about her” - as he put it. Indeed , Subject 
was approached by many Ukrainian students from Lviv who among other things asked 
her to lead them to the Library at the Exposition whnre they could read 
Ukrainian Encyclopedia and other books. 

Subject net VOI two or three times outside ofyjiihrposition • dhe so brought 

A 

him in^taxi to the iRoad Station when he was leaving for Lviv. 

VOI told Subject the following: 

a / There are very strong anti-Rusidan sentiments among students in Lviv, 
There were many squabbles between Russians and Ukrainians at the University 
and in parks. Tge main cause of squabbles was the insistence of Russian 
stu ents to have all lectures in Russian instead of Ukrainian, 

.krainian students iiave u semi-’ilbegal H circles in which they read 'Rskhs lavna 
literature fi , discuss various problems a so. VOI assured dubject that national 
consciousness of young intelligentsia was very iiigh and Russification had 
practically no impact on them. 

b/ Recently increased remarks ly sniiRIU'-sinn sentiments in general. 

There are cases where Ru sians in Lviv liavQ to wait longer for their meals than 


others. He qgve it as an example of how Ukrainians reosy for official 




















